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The New York Times is restrained by a Federal court 
from publishing its own articles on the Pentagon study. 
The following dispatch is based on an article in The Wash- 
inglon Post and was distributed by The Associated Press 


to all its newspapers, radio a 


WASHINGTON, June 18 (AP-~ 
The Washington Post said to- 
day that a Pentagon study as- 
serts there was no connivance! 
in 1955 between the United 
States and the Saigon Govern- 


ment to prevent the elections! 


throughout North and South 
Vietnam that had been agreed 
upon by the 1954 Geneva Con- 
ference. oO PE eS ; 
President Dwight D. Fisen-| 
hower and his Secretary of 
State, John Foster ‘Dulles,!! 
feared that such élections could 
lead to a.coalition ‘government 
and eventual Communist take-}! 
over, but it was Ngo Dinh Diem,. 


; y oes | 
Diem, the South Vietnamese; 


Premier and later President,’ 
who was responsible for their, 


not being held, according to:| 


nd television subscribers, 


closed by The Post today con-jespecially . that 


tained little not already known 


since the Eisenhower Adminis- 
tration. 

But these points wore made: 
git was Mr. Diem, 
assassinated, who was respon- 
sible almost alone for heading 


later | fllarantees.” 


| Regarding the Vietnamese 
elections, The Pes 

part from what ft said was a 
July, 1954 cablearam from My, 
Dulles to invelved United States 
diplomats: ““Thus since un- 
doubtedly true. that elections 


“Jrmoight eventually mean unifica- 


tion under Ho Chi Minh this 


makes 


009300 


t quoted inl, 


- “As the deadline for consul-| 
tations - approzched 20 July 
1935, Diem was increasingly: 
xplici¢t that he did not consider 
free elections possible in North 
Vietraam, and had no intention 
of consulting with the Com- 
munists concerning’ then. 


US, DRE Not Connive’ 
“the U.S, did not---as is often 


it all more importantjalleged—-connive with Diem to 


ithey should be only held as ignove the elections. U.S, State 


long after coase-fire agreement! Department records indicate 
123 possible and in cenditions|Diem’s refusal to be bound by 


if reé from intimidation to givelthe Geneva accords and his cp- 

democratic clernent best chance.|position to pre-election consul- 
showin ete wf “We believe important thatltations were at nis own inithn. 
The parts of the study dis-lno date should be set now and , a. 


no. conditions 


tive. 
"However, the U.S., which 


should be accepted by French!had expected élections to be 
and published over the years which would have direct orfheld ... shifted its position in 
indirect effect: of preventing{the face ef DBiem’s opposition, 


eifective international supervi- 
sion of agroernent insuring po- 
litical as well as military 


The Geneva acéards in 


Icalled for elections for all Viet-, 
off the national elections that! 


nam, svith July, 1956, finally’ 
set as the date, Onco the elec-. 


oo Vietnam,” 
1954; 


and of the evidence then accu- 
mulated abcut the oppressive 
natura of the regime in North 
The summary itself then: 
quotes a State Department 
‘stucly, ‘The Pest said, to the 
effact that the United States 


Bied eae sfusine tions were scheduled,  thelpesition was to leave elections 
vided for, by refusing [United States coascd active! a without 
with the Communists in NortOpposition, but Mr. Dulles ac-jany outside interference. { 


Vietnara, , . 


GAn_ Army report dealing 


with a National Security Coun- 
cil position paper in early 1954 


jjor the need of preventing a 


was unhappy nevertheless. 

He ts described in. The Post 
Zecount of the Pesitagon docu 
Waents as having said that a 
recent joint declaration by Pres- 


Coramunist take-over in any ofjident Eisenhower and the Prit- 


the Jndochinese regions said 
that the United States would 


lish Prine Minister Sir Winston 
f 


The Washington Post account.jjnced seven divisions plus aiz)drain, with our apparent acqui- 
The report, written by Chal-|jaud naval support to win ajesceilce. , 


mers M, Roberts and appearing: 


in The Post’s later editions to-) 


day, was described as based a 


ground war in Indochina. 
Vifteen years later, at the 


neight of United States involve- 
ment, in April, 1869, there were 


“sections of the Pentagon study jrine American divisions and a 


on the origins of the Vietnam 
war, 
Washington Post.” 

- ‘Shere was no indication in 
The Post's article how the study: | 
had been obtained or whether’ 
it was the same, or part of the 
‘saine secret, multivolume De- 
fense Department documents 
used. by The New York Times: 
for a series of articles on the 
Vietnam conflict. _ 

: However, The Post sent an 
advisory message to the editors 
‘of papers subscribing to - its 
news service, saying: “% 


Your at- 
‘tention’ is drawn to the fact 
‘that the study on which this 


- article ‘Vietnam report’ is based 


Is the subject of the Govern-' 
ment’s injunction action against}, 
The New York Times in Fed-| 
eral Court in New York. In 
‘the judsment of The Washing-|| 
ton Post editors, nothing in this}; 
article could be used to the 
injury of the United States.” 
jury mee App 


rest 


total force of 543,000 men in 


made available to The lVietnan. 


GThat Security Councif posi- 
tion paper, approved by Presi: 
dent Eisenhower, was besed on 
what: has been called the 
“doraing theery”~-the view that 
if one part of Indochina fail to 
the Communists and there was 
no: Western Intervention, 
would fall, leading to 
danger for allies of the United 


‘States in the rest of Asia and 
‘|Europe. 


“President Eisenhower, al- 
theugh approving the planning 
of the position paper, refused 
to intervenc in the Indochina 
fignting to aid the French in 
thelr war against the Comrau- 
mist Vietrinh without allied 
petticipetion and congressional 
approval. The British refused to 


| participate in any such opera- 


tion. 


Dulles Message Reported 
As ontlined by The Post, the 
Pantagon study indicates a re- 
luctanee on the part of Presi- 


iw 
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lead to Communist domination. 


bia 


U.N. Supsrvision Urged 

That declaration called for 
unifying divided nations with 
elections supervised by the 
United Nations, something not 
provided. for -by the Geneva 
agresments, is 

White opposing the elections, 


The Post story sald, Mv. Dulles 
also originally was against par- 
‘they 
newspepar quotes a 1935 reports 


ltitioning Vietnam. But 


‘from a French diplomat at the: 
the Geneva talks to U, Alexis John-; 
son, now Under Secretary of 
State for Political Affairs, who 
was a member of the United 


States délezation: 


| “There had beeh conversa- 
tions between Vietnaracse and 
Vietminh Communists in which 
Victnich had made it clear that United 
only two alternatives were coa- 
lition government or partition.” 

Mr. Dulles is quoted as hav- 
ting said at that same, tima.that 


United States opposition to de 
facto partition was belug 
examined.. : 

: But in the end it was Premier 
Diem almost alone who stopped 
the elections and any possibility 
jof q coalition government with 
‘the North Victnamesa, accord- 


deat Eisenhower and particu-|ing to The Post’s account of | ijte_ man’s party’ 
ay 2 ry oe Pe 

14k WARS acon robles of 

b ” 

i|the 


| 


 CHACRDPRB-013 
ihe paper quoted what 
calied a summary part of the 
papers; oF 


i Part of the problem facing: 
the United 
through the nineteen-fifties in-: 
volved allied support for any, 
possible United States interven- 
tion on behalf of the crumbling 
French ‘ermnpire. 

As The Post tells the stary,| 


jChuccnili, was going “down thelthe Pentagon documents show 
j Me. Dulles as having been very, 
veritical of the British postition: 
“regarding Intervention” 
| After Foreign Minister An-’ 


thony Fden told Secretary 
Dulles in April, 1954, accord- 
ing to the account, that he 
feared reilitary intervention in 
Vietnam. would be “a bigger 
laffaie than Korea,” Mr, Dulles’ 
fis sald to have summiarized his 
feelings, in parts 

“OK attitude is one of in-| 
creasing — weakness. ° British 
iseem to feel that we are dis-| 
iposed to accept present risks 
iota Chinese war and this, cou-, 
pled with their fear that we, 
would start using atomic weap- 
ons, has badly frightened 
them.” ° = ae 

Although ‘the Fost’s account 
of the documents shows a gen-; 
erally hard approach by the 
States Governreent in 
line with Mr. Dulles's thinking,. 
the docuraents indicate that 
President Eiserdiower took 3 
egret appecach, : 
itn -a memorandum The Post 


describes as having been write 


ten by Robert Cutler, the Pres- 
ident’s special assistant for: 
National Security Council Af- 
fairs, Mr. Eisenhower is quoted 
‘as having told Secretary Dulles: 
“The United States will not 


Southeast Asian nations. 


States in Indochina; / 


